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THOUGHTS 
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T is one of thoſe peculiar Privileges, which 
attend the Form of Government in this Coun- 
u that no Length of Time precludes an Ap- 


ral to that Branch of the Legiſlature, which is 


und to hear the Grievances of the meaneſt Sub- 
tt. In arbitrary States, the Will of a Mo- 


ch may prohibit all farther Proceedings; but 


the 


13 
che Enoliſh Conſtitution is fo admirably formed, | , 
the Prerogatives of the Crown and the Privilege; 
of the People arc fo clearly and fo juſtly defined, 
that the Complaints of injured Citizens may be 
reiterated in Parliament until thoſe Grievances 
be redreſſed. | | 


Nor is this Right dangerous to the Exiſtence of 
the State; for, while the Cauſe, which is ſuppott- | 
ed by Sophiſtry, Clamour, or Party, mult in | 
the End fink under repeated Inveſtigation ; that, 
which has Truth and found Reaſoning for its Ba- | 
ſis, will riſe ſuperior to Nie and 


the Clouds which Ignorance or Intereſt may throw | 
around! oe. 


Theſe Obſereations IR to a Queſtion which 
has frequently been brought under the Diſcuſſion Wi « 
of Parliament; the Principle and Operation of 
the Shop-Tax, profeſſedly a novel Syſtem of Re- WM © 
venue in this Country, and, as ſuch, a Meafure o 
Adminiſtration, which cannot be too carefully in-. 


5 ſpected, nor, if the Objections to it be well 
founded, too ſeverely condemned. On a Sub- 


198 of this Sind, it will SIE be aſked, From 


What 
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what Source can Information be detived ? The 
Parties affected by it are too much intereſted to 
ly on their Aſſertions, and the Writers on Taxes | 
nd Revenue cannot be Evidence on a Syſtem of 
Taxation, which did not exiſt till long after they 
2d publiſhed their Sentiments.——In the Courſe 
of the laſt Winter, an Author appeared, who may 
be fafely depended on for his Impartiality, and 
whoſe Character and Reputation are fully ſuffi- 
dent to procure him an attentive and candid 
peruſal.—— Mr. De Lolme, whoſe Treatiſe on 
the Conſtitution of England has juſtly eſtabliſh- 
ed his Fame, publiſhed ſome Oblervations on 7 
Taxes; and, however ſpeculative, or even vi- 
ſonary, his Subſtitution for a Window-Tax 
may be found, his Obſervations on the Shop- 
Tax, fo far as his Information is founded, merits 
much Attention and Regard. — To rectify ſome 

of the Miſtakes, which from a Want of practical 

Knowledge he has fallen into, and ſtill farther to 

enforce his Reaſoning, as well as again to preſs 

this Subject upon the Minds of the Members of 
the Legiſlature previous to the Meeting of Par- 
lament, is the Lene, of the following Pages. : 


1 e 


640 | 

Mr. De Lolme begins with an Obſervation, 
that « the Principle, on which the preſent Shop. f 
Tax is grounded, is much more ratcan than 
the Syſtem of Taxation on Light.” — It is il 
1 Tax on the very Reverſe of 3 — 

by a happy Alluſion he has obſerved, « it is al 
Tax laid on a Debt,” ras | 


A Plea, formerly urged in Deferice of the Tax, | 
has been, that, allowing it was a Debt, it was b 
a2 Debt voluntarily contracted, and conſequently 
a Part of a Trader's Expences in Trade, But, 
would not the ſame Argument apply to the 


bad Debts a Trader ſuffers the Burthen of- 

1 they alſo form a Part of his Expences | in Trade 3n 
| yet, what Legiſlator was ever ſo viſionary, 0 & 
0 unjuſt, as to think of raiſing a Revenut Fr 
from the Incumbrances of that kind, which! i h 

5 — 15 well known every Trader 1 is liable to. * 
Mr. De Lohne proceeds to obſerve, © that ti k 

Shop- tax is ſtill more oppreſſive, as a Tax upon! a 
Houſe, unconnected and independent of che Shop, 1 * 

ber 

And hon reſts much indeed of the Strengtl 4 

of the Argument in Favour of the Shopkeepes bug 

It has been ſhewn in Evidenceto the Houſe un 


Commons; it has been elucidated by Caſes alf 
mo 


tay 


moſt without Number, and without end; i it is a Fact 
gell known to every enquiring Obſerver, that the 
Houſe a Trader OCCUPIES is an Incumbrance upon 
im, ſo far as it is connected with his Trade, 
nad chat he is compelled to accept of it at an 


of procuring a Shop adapted 'to his Buſineſs ;— 


ned! With great Juſtice, though our Author 


called, 4 Bill End raifi 5 Money under Yi gſe Pre- 


ſences. 


which have been urged againſt the Shop-Tax, 


QI | | | 
nu 'oceedings on the Subject; he ſtates that 
= being a perſonal Tax 1s in irſelf no Ground of 


ene, 


red, that, if he could be convinced it were a 
perſonal Tax upon the Shopkeeper, he ſhould 


buſineſs therefore of the Perſons, delegated to ob- 
Hin a Repeal of the Tax, to bring forward every 


Arenen 


wervalued and exorbitant Rate, for the Purpoſe 3 
an this Houſe, not on his Shop, is his Tax le- 


avils at the Phraſe, might this Act originally be 


His Reaſoning, on the improper Arguments 


b founded on a Want of Acquaintance with the | 


But the - Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
aways of a different Opinion, and has decla- 


Wilink it a ſevere one indeed, It has been che 
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38 
Argument which proved the Perſonality of the 


: Tax, and the Public Es to bear Teſtimony 
of their Succeſs. 


A Perſonal Tax upon a Trader, which is not | 
guided by, or proportioned to, the Profits he | 


derives from his Buſineſs, and conſequently not 


regulated by his Ability to diſcharge it, muſt of 
Neceſſity be unjuſt. —— Nor has Mr. De Lolme 
been peculiarly happy in the Inſtances he has 

ſtated to prove the Propriety of perſonal Taxes; 
the Duty on Auctions is conſtantly agreed to be 

paid by the Buyer and Seller, the Auctioneer! Is 

only the Medium through whom it is collected; 
and, had this been the real, as it was the pretended, 
Principle of the Shop-Tax, it would have chan- 
ged the Ground of Objection. The Duty on Le- 
gacies is again inſtanced as a perſonal Tax, but 
that is rateable, and the Caſes would only have 
been parallel, had the Legatee, who received a 
Legacy of One Hundred Pounds, been liable to 
aà heavier Duty than he who received One of a | 
Thoufand; for, the Fa& is, the Trader, who is. 
encumbered with an expenſive Houſe, is compel- 
led to pay a much greater Tax than he who tranſ- 
2448 


4 7 0 


as his Buſnck without that Decuction fr om his 
Profits, 


The Word partial is another Source of Objec- 


tion to Mr. De Lolme; and he exemplifies his 


Argument by obſerving, that it would afford no 
Relief to the Shopkeepers were the Wholeſale 
Traders taxed alſo. The Shopkeepers have ne- 
ver contended for the Expediency oft taxing them; 
but, if Traders : are to be the Objects of Taxa- 
ton, and it o the Determination of Govern- 


ment to raiſe a certain Sum from their Purſes, 


uithout having Recourſe to the Medium of Com- 
werce by a Duty on Commodities, it may be juſt 


to argue a Tax is partial | in its Principle which ſe- 


| les one Body of Traders, and that the inferior 


and leaſt conſiderable, to ſuſtain the Burthen of 


ſuch a Tas. Whenever the Shop-Tax is aban- 
doned, it is not probable the Wholeſale Tra- 


ders will be the Subſtitutes for its Produce; for, 

it has been obſerved by reſpectable Authority, 
that it is next to an Impoſſibility to determine who 
are and who are not Traders, in the general Senſe 


bol the Word. In a certain View, every Gen- 


tleman, who fells the Timber on his Eſtate, and 


diſpoſes 
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not only to the Principle, but to the Operation, of 
the Shop-Tax. It is a Matter of Notoriety, how | 
| looſely the Act is worded, and how variouſly and 
oppreſſively it has been interpreted, in Order to in- 
clude one Deſcription of Perſons and to exclude an- 
other. No Man knows how long he may be ſafe vn 
e the Execution of an Act which gives n no definite 
Deſcri iption of the Terms by which he is to defend 
his Cauſe, and which leaves it in the Power of an 

: Officer, or Inſpector, fromt he Tax-Office, to mark} 
him out, and hunt him down as a Beaſt of Prey.— 


r — IN a * 


up three Pair of Stairs, to ſummon him before the 
: Commiſſioners, and compel him to anſwer, whe-1 
ther, at any Time whatever, he ſold: Goods to the 


ed to be lad dovn, (not that of keeping a Shop 


EN F 

difpoſes of ie for his burn Emolument, is a Retail 
Trader, and the Cultivator of Land or Breeder of 
Cattle i is in many Inſtances as much a Trader as | : 
the Manufacturer or Importer. DUE BIZ q Sf 


The Word Sorel has been applied, 8 j 


What! is the Proceſs on ſuch Occaſions ? A Sur- 
veyor is found, whoſe Intereſt it is to ferret out 
ſome poor Manufacturer who occupies a Chamber 


tk 
Wh; 
1 E 
if ] 


Conſumer; for, that is the Diſtinction now attewpt-} 


open | 


ts) 


Cime, he is rated, and compelled to pay. The 
Snopkeepers are, indeed, much flattered by Mr. 
De Lolme's Compariſon between them and the 


them any Relief, ſo they do not conceive how it 


Peer, knows the Fees he has to pay, and the De- 
nand which will be made upon him, are propor- 
toned to his Rank. If the Word partial (which 


piety be applied to the Operation of the Shop- 


Tax, 


It is not meant, however, to bring forward Mr. 


mich have been pointed out. He obſerves, © the 


en for the Purpoſe of Trade ;) when, if he 
cannot exculpate himſelf at once from ſuch a 


Peers of the Realm; but, as it does not afford 


pplies. Every Commaner, when he is made a 


tis confeſſed i is not the moſt decifive Adjective 
nthe Engliſh Language) anſwers to diſpropor- 
lonate, or inequitable, it may with peculiar Pro- 


De Lolme for the ſole Purpoſe of commenting on 
is Errors; his main Argument is too well found 
cd to receive any conſiderable Injury from Miſ- 
lakes, even if they were more material than thoſe 


project of taxing Shops and Shopkeepers | is a 
"_ of ſome Difficulty. The Bufineſs of 
C „„ Shop». 
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ee Shopkeeping i is a doubtful Buſineſs; ſome get 

« Fortunes by it, while others abſolutely loſe the 

= Property with which they have embarked in 
Trade; it is a Buſineſs of Chance, Res Aleæ ple. 

« 1a, the laying a Tax on that Buſineſs ſhould be 
« conſidered with Attention.“ 8 


It was an Idea very prevalent on the Introduc- 
tion of the Shop-Tax, that Shopkeepers were in 
general ina high State of Affluence and Proſpe. 
ity ; the Diſcloſure of many of their Circumſtan- 
ces, to thoſe who have had any Concern either 
in officially levying the Tax or in endeavouring 
to obtain its Repeal, has demonſtrated the Fallacy 
and Miſtake of the Notion. It is ſeldom very | 
fair to eſtimate a Man' J Wealth by the Splendor 
ol his Dreſs or Equipage, and it is ſtill more un- 
. juſt to reaſon on the Riches of Shopkeepers by the | 
ſhowy Appearance of their Shops, when it. is re- 
collected, that, by the Diſplay of their Goods, 
they are to obtain their Subſiſtence, and that 700 
often the Poverty within! is the true Cauſe of Bil 
. liancy without. A Man Who has little to loſe | 
is eaſily induced to hazard that little! in Appearan- 


ces: Many an Adventurer has expended his whole 
Revenue | 


{14-3 
| Revenue on his Perſon, and eclipſed i in the Ball- 
| Room the firſt Peer of the Realm. 


If there be any fair Mode of eſtimating the 
Advantages of a Retailer's Trade, it is by fixing 
on a Diſtrict at a certain Period of Time, obſer- 
ving what has been the Fate of the Traders in it, 


how long they have continued in their Situation ; 
and, though, from the infinite Variety of Circum- 
ſtances which operate upon their Conduct, no ex- 
act Average can be made, yet a Judgement may 


be obtained on this Point with more Certainty 
than by ſelecting a few opulent or fortunate Tra- 


ders as the Standard of general Succels, 


It does not appear, from any authentic Docu- 


ment, that Shopkeepers have ever advanced a 


Claim to be exempted from Taxes themſelves, or 


| where they cannot immediately raiſe the Tax on 


the Conſumer ; yet it does not ſeem reaſonable, | 
that, when a Tax is laid profeſſedly on the Con- 
ſumer, he, as well as the Shopkeeper, ſhould 
| know what they have to pay to it. An Inſtance 
of this Kind is the Duty on Silver Plate ; every 
Purchaſer of that Article knows apa is, if he 
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chooſes to make himſelf Maſter of the Article he 
is contracting for) that it is 6d. per Oz. He has 


the Satisfaction of being aſſured that he is not im. 


poſed on by a fraudulent Extortion of the Tra. | 
der, or that, if it is to be given into the Value of | 
the Article, the Shore muſt indemnify him. 
| ſelf by ſome other Advance on his Profits. There 
is a Manlineſs, and Publicity, in ſuch Kind of 
Taxes, which is much more congenial to the Sen- 
timents of the Britiſh Nation than the daik Ma- 
chinations and inſidious Pretences of à Shop- 
Tax; — at one Time, an Impoſt on the Shop- 


| keeper; at another, a Dury to be levied on a the 
"Public, 


yg The Poſſibility of Profits (it is ſaid by Mr. De 


; Lolme) might perhaps alſo be made the Object of 
a Tax.” Does the Legiſlature reaſon in this Man- 
ner on Taxes in general? Would i It be equitable 


to hold out as an Encouragement. to Induſtry a 


Tax on the Poſſibility of Profits? — To fay to 2 


Perſon, undertaking to improye a large Tract of 


waſte Land, we will tax you on a Poſſibility of 


your Profits; you are engaging in a hazardous 
Experiment; we have a right to anticipate your 


Advantages. Would it not rather be the Inte- 


reſt 


2 — — : — ˙ . — 


ous. 


our 
Ne- 


reſt 


a8 

reſt of Government to wait till this Poſſibility is 
attained to a Certainty, and then to demand a 
Contribution from known and acknowledged Pro- 
perty * ? However, as Vir, De Lolme continues, the 
Shop-Tax is framed in the abſolute Certainty of 
the Loſſes of the e by] 


It is unneceſſary to reſort, as Mr. De Lolme has 
done, to aſſumed and fictitious Caſes to prove the 
Abſurdity of the Aſſeſſments under the Shop- Tax. 
The Caſes of St. Edmund the King, Weſtminſter- 
Hall, the Abbey, and Tombs, which are ſtated by 
him with much Wit and Humour, are abſolutely re- 


aliſed by a Charge upon the Bank of England as 


a Retail Shop; and, in Order to come at the Va- 


lue of this Shop, the Officer of Government takes 


the Value of certain Shops, long ſince deſtroyed, 
and built on by the Corporation of the Bank. 
The well-known Caſe of the Hoſier at Bath, 


(which was authenticated! in the Houſe of Com- 


mons,) who is rated at the Rent of a large Inn, to 


which a ſmall Shop i is attached, may form a Pa- 


ralle} for Severity to any mentioned by Mr. 


De Lolme; and the only Relief allowed him is 
the Removal from a Situation he has long occu- 


pied, and with Induſtry obtained a comfortable 
Main- 


. » DD 
a - dt. N — ——äẽ— — =_ 
M : 3 to al og oe; * — 
— 2 


2 1 — 5 0 2 
— 3 „ee 


IE n 


— ls = ROOT? at 
n * 


A- 79 


64 1 


Maintenance, to the Chance of ; a Station where 


he has every Step of Life to tread over again, and 
: many an unknown Difficulty to encounter. 


Tt may, perhaps, be obſerved, that, after theſe 
weighty ſubſtantial Arguments againſt a Shop- 
Tax, how came it to be adopted by an able Fi- 
nancier, and ſanftioned by the Legiſlature ? 


This is no Part of Mr. De Lolme's Plan to ac- J 

count for, but may be explained with much Eaſe ; 
to the Public. Every Miniſter, who brings for- 
ward a Tax, has Credit for his Induſtry in produ- 
5 OS the Plan, and for his Labour in maturing . 
; for, it is a Kind of eſtabliſhed Maxim with | 
4 EO Gentlemen, violent in general Oppoſition 
in the Houſe of Commons, that a Money-Bill 
muſt be ſupported; and, as Finance is not their ] 
peculiar Study, they are unable and unwilling to 
combat the Miniſter on ſuch Points. It is well | 
known the Intereſt of the national Debt muſt be 
paid, and the Supplies provided for. Beſides | 
which, there might be another Reaſon why the 
Shop-Tax was not likely to meet with ſucceſsful 
Oppoſition in the Houſe of Commons, it being 


c 3 8 it could not greatly affect the landed, 
Intereſt, 
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CW) 
[tereſt ; and, without any Diſreſpect to the Gen- 
demen who compoſe that Houſe, it is not to be 
ſuppoſed they were very anxious to take up a 
Cauſe in which they had no Kind of Intereſt; 


o be fully inveſtigated, the Shop-Tax grew 


City in the Kingdom, yet the Diſſatisfaction was 


of Commons, or Inſtructions to their Repreſen- 
tatives in Parliament, were preſented from the 
ſollowin g Places; London, Bath, Briſtol, Weſt- 
minſter, Southwark, Vork, Exeter, Leeds, Man- 


Durham, Carliſle, Cirenceſter, Dorcheſter, Salif- 


the Weight of the Burden fell upon the Metro- 
polis, and ſome large Towns and Cities, many 
of whom had no immediate Repreſentatives in 
the Senate; and, of thoſe who had, they were not 
ſufñciently informed of the Nature of the Queſ- 
ton, to be able to reſiſt ſucceſsfully a Meaſure 
ſupported by all the Influence of Adminiſtration. 
In the enſuing Year, when the Subject began 


moſt juſtly unpopular ; and, although there never 
were any Riots or Diſturbances in any Town or 


univerſally prevalent, and Petitions to the Houſe | 


cheſter, Halifax, Wakefield, Sheffield, Thirſk, 
Liverpool 1 Southampton, Preſton, Birmingham, 


bury, Cheſter, Covenuy,; Shrewſbury, Worceſ- 


ter, 
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ter, Norwich, Glaſgow, Edinburgh, with man : 6 
_ others, whoſe Names cannot at this Time be 1 
cCollected. To this Cloud of Petitions, with the, 
Evidence which was produced in Support of them 5 


at the Bar of the Houſe of Commons, the Miniſ2 4 
ter deemed it neceſſary in ſome Meaſure to givel 
Way, and he introduced a Modification, as ir] 
was called, which, though no Kind of Allevia4 
tion to the Preſſure the Shopkeeper ſuſtained from 
ſuch an unequal and oppreſſi ve Tax, was an a4 
vowed Acknowledgement of its being a Burthen 
upon the Trader, not a Tax on the Conſumer ;| 
for, if a Tax on the Public, why was it neceſſary 
80 afliſt the Shopkeeper, who was not affected by} 
it. Indeed, the Modification of a Tax, which 
was contended to be no Grievance, involves in it 
ſuch an Abſurdity, that one is ſurpriſed at its be- 
ing adopted by any reaſonable or thinking Man; 
yet, ſuch is the Eaſe and Readineſs with which 
ſome Gentlemen follow a Miniſter on Queſtions 
olf Revenue, that there were not wanting Perſons 
who openly profeſſed they now voted for the Con-! 
tinuance of that Tax, which, unmodified, they 
_ withed to repeal ; and, perhaps, the only Ground! 
on which they can be 1 is, that, as all new 
Taxes 


1 


—— 


3 
4 


n 


Taxes are 4 Matter of Experiment, it would be 
” Right at leaſt to wait till that Experiment had 
l been tried i in every poſſible Way. It appeared, 
5 lowever, in the Year 1787, that the Tax had 


or loſt any of its Objections, nor had the Re- 
ay neal loft” any of 1 its Friends, A Diviſion of One 
weg Hundred and Forty Nine Members took Place 


, bie the 24th of April, in Favour of the Motion; : 
g: Number which (circumſtances conſidered) 
omg 


irpriſed ſome of the warmeſt Advocates of the 


9 hopkeepers. It was pretty evident, that, if One 

hen | Hundred and Forty-Nine Gentlemen divided 
er; vit them on a Queſtion, | in which they had every , 
Vary Prejudice to combat, and no Influence or Intereſt 
1 by bſecure F. riends, it was a fair Preſumption, there 
bich nult be ſore ſound Argument in their Cauſe.— 

in it 


From this Period, the Hopes of the Shopkeep: 
tts 199 confiderabißʒ to revive. 


> te i + 
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15 1788, a Petition Was OED to the Houſe of 
Commons, which attracted conſiderable Notice, and 
ms mentioned with Reſpect by many of che Mem- 
Con- bers who entered into Debate. This was ſigned 
they e vpwards of One Hundred Gentlemen i in the 
City of London; Commiſſioners, named and a ap - 
vinted to put the Act into Execution; freſh” 
ng, that, fo oppreſſive was the Law in its Opera- 
D. eee, 


4 
tion, ſo oppoſite to the Principles on Which it 
profeſſed to be formed, and ſo repugnant to the 
Dictates of Juſtice and Humanity, that they knew 
not how to put it into Force conſiſtently with a 
Regard to their Oaths and to their Duty as Ci- 
tizens and as Men. The Majority of theſe Pe- 
titioners not being Shopkeepers, therefore un- 
biaſſed by Intereſt, and well acquainted with the 
Subject from the numerous Appeals which had 
come under their Deciſion, their Teſtimony may 
well be conſidered as unobjectionable. The I{- 
ſue proved, however, that the Cauſe had not 
gained ſo much Ground as the Shopkeepers could 
have wiſhed; nor could it be ſaid to have mate- | 
rially loſt; for, on a Diviſion in a much thinner 


H ouſe than in 1787, the Difference between the 


Majority and Minority, which in that Vear was 
Thirty-Six, was only altered to Forty. Three, a 
Variation ſo trivial as ſcarcely to be worthy Ob- 
ſervation ; and, from the Practice of pairing off 
- which is frequently adopted by Gentlemen in a 
buſy and fatiguing Part of the Seffion, and on a 
w ell known Queſtion, my eaſily be accounted for. 


An Event happened Has 3 which ſer- 
: ved to convince the Public, that the unpopularity 


of. 


* 

of the Shop-Tax was ſtill more apparent, as Time 
made its Grievance more fully known. By the 
Promotion of Lord Hood to the Board of Admi- 
 ralty, his Seat in Parliament became vacant. The 


W Qucition of the Shop-Tax was ſeized with che 
utmoſt Avidity by both Parties; Lord Hood was 


forward to diſplay on his Colours and Favours, as 
well as in his Addreſs to the Electors, his Ab- 
horrence of, and Oppoſition to, the Tax, prefer- 
ring rather openly to oppoſe the Adminiſtration | 


upon this favourite Meaſure than to owe his 


Election to them by a filent Acquieſcence or by 
defending it. 


Notwithſtanding his Lordſhip? s former popu- 
hrity, his general unexceptionable Character, and 


| his Attention (which did not appear to be queſ- 


tioned) to the local Intereſts of the City of Weſt- 


minſter, it is well known he loſt his Election, 


and it is as generally believed that the Shop- 
Tax was the efficient Cauſe ; — the Electors not 


thinking it ſafe ta repoſe their Confidence in any 
| Repreſentative cloſely attached to a Miniſter, who 
had affixed ſuch a grievous and oppreſſive Bur- 

cy upon them. But, if Lord Hood and his 


D 2 Friends 


3 preſent at the Meeting; and, though they objected 
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Friends were anxious to avail themſelves of any 
Credit which his Lordſhip's Conduct on the Sub- 
jet of the Shop-Tax might obtain for him, the 
Party in Oppoſition was ſtill more zealous in dic. 
playing their Sentiments in Favour of the Re -peal , 
of a Meaſure, which had rendered even tho | 

| Perſons, in any Degree connected with its Authors, 

| odious and unpopular, — For this Purpoſe, after 
the Election had laſted Ten Days, and its Fate pretty | 
clearly decided, a very conſiderable Number Ol J 
the Honourable Members of the Houſe of Com- 

| mons attended a Meeting of the Shopketpers of 
Weſtminſter, and voluntarily pledged themſelves] 
to make the Repeal of the Shop-Tax the Term 
of their Connection with any Adminiſtration | 


whatever. Lord Hood and his F riends were allo MW 


to the Expediency of binding themſelves uncon- 
ditionally to a Meaſure of 10 forcible a Nature, 

35 yet Lord Hood and Mr. Beaufoy both ſtated 
their ſtrong Diſapprobation of the Tax, and Mr, 
Addington, another Friend of His Lordlhip,| 

| who was the principal Speaker on that Side the 
Queſtion, profeſſed he knew not how he ſhould 

a ̃ct gn a future Occaſion, while he acknowledged} 
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e had hitherto voted for the Continuance of the 
Tax, in direct Oppoſition to the Requeſts and 
Iſtructions of his Conſtituents, from a Convic- 
jon that a Money-Bill ought to be ſupported. | 


The Oppoſition of Lord Hood and his Friends, 
however, did not prevent an Engagement being 
entered into ; which was immediately ſigned by 
Mr. Fox, Lord John Townſhend, Lord G. H. 
Cavendiſh, Lord John Ruſſell, Mr. Sheridan, 
Lord Robert Spencer, Mr. Fitzpatrick, Mr. G. 
Damer, Lord Ludlow, Lord Duncannon, Mr. 
L. Damer, Mr. Hare, Sir James Erſkine, Mr. 
Payne, Mr. St. John, Lord Inchiquin, Mr. 


Adam, Lord Gallway, Mr. Courtenay, Sir Watlein 


Lewes, Mr. Beckford, Mr. Francis, Mr. Col- 
houn, Mr. Dudley Long, and lag e 


This Meaſure, as lake well be expected from 
the violence of Party which prevailed at that 
Juncture, was ſeverely arraigned; it was termed 
an Election Manceuvre, and a Scheme to delude 
the Populace; but, it is difficult to conceive 
mat ſuch a Number of Gentlemen ſhould be 
brought together for a mere Election Manceuvre, 
at 


4 
| 
| 
| 


at a Period, too, when 1t did not appear that the 
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Candidate, whom they might wiſh to ſerve, ſtood | 


in Need of any deſperate Meaſure to promote 
| his Succeſs, - 5 — 


It has alſo been ſaid, that the Sacrifice Wag not 


great, there not being much Probability of the 


Names in that Lift forming any Junction with 


the preſent Adminiſtration; ; though this may un- 


doubtedly be true of ſome of the Gentlemen con- 
tained in it, yet, conſidering the fluctuating State 


of public Affairs, it can ſcarcely be pollible, 
that the illuſtrious Houſes of Cavendiſh, Ruſſel], 


and Spencer . ſhould for ever be excluded from 


any Change, either total or partial, which Time 


may bring about in his Majeſty's Miniſters. To 
argue, that this Engagement, ſolemnly entered 


into and ſigned by the Parties concerned, would 


be broken through, is caſting a Stigma on the 


Character and Honour of a Liſt, which there is 
no Ground, from their paſt Conduct, to juſtify, 


In this State the Oppoſition to the Tax remains 


at the Cloſe of the Year 1768 ; every Day adding 


freſh 
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freſh Proofs of the  Incqualicy and Injuſtice of the 
principle on which this Aſſeſſment is framed, 
and furniſhing additional Reaſons for its Aboliti- 
on. What Probability there is of prevailing on the 
preſent Chancellor of the Exchequer voluntarily 
to abandon the Meaſure is moſt certainly known 
by thoſe who are immediately connected with 


him. It has been publicly ſaid, that his beſt 


Friends in Adminiſtration had adviſed him to 
ſubſtitute a leſs objectionable one in irs Place, 
but that it was a favourable Reſource with him, 
ant what he has determined not to relinquiſh. 
lt is pretty clear, if the Liſt printed in the pub- 


lie Papers can have any Dependence placed on it, 


that, in the Diviſion of 1787, ſome honourable 
Members, whoſe near Relations for m a very diſtin- 


guiſned Part of Adminiſtration, were Friends to 
the Repeal, The Event of the Weſtminſter E- 
leclion muſt have made the Sentiments of the 
Public pretty apparent on the Queſtion, and the 
Deteſtation of the Tax is not confined to that 
City, but has extended over Over Part of the 


Kingdom. 


The RejeRion of Lord Hood, it 18 aſſerted, 


will be followed by a ſimilar Conduct in other 


Cities 


(4). 
Citics and Boroughs, if the Burthen of the Shop- 
Tax ſtill continue to oppreſs . Inhabitane = 


Blackfione, i6 $66 Confdentirinl Bulk 8 
on the Rights of Perſons, ſays, «A legiſlative 
Aſſembly, which is ſure to be ſeparated again, 
(whereby its M embers will themſelves become 
private Men, and ſubject to the full Extent of 
the Laws which they have enacted for others,) 
will think themſelves bound in Intereſt as well as 
Duty to make ny” ſuch Laus as are | good,” | 


It We ſomewhat e WO wg hes ata 
: Diflvlution of- Parliament, the Members. do not 
ſo far become private Perſons as to be ſubject to 
this Law; but they may ſtill find it their Intereſt 
to regard che Rights and Privileges of the mean- 
eſt Citizen. If the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was well founded in his firſt Idea of. the Tax, all 
the Cities and Towns, who have -petitioned a. 
gainſt it, muſt be 1 in an Error; but he has himſclf 
abandoned his Principle, acknowledged that it 
might bear hard upon ſome Sbopkeepers, and 
came forward with a Modification for their Ke- 
lief. Are the Objections to the Tax in the ſmal- 
delt Degree removed by this Modification, or 18 
| e 


. 8 
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there one Perſon at this Moment who thinks the 


Tax more equitable by taking Three-pence in 


the Pound from the Aſſeſſment of ſuch Perſons 
as ſcarcely felt the Oppreſſion ? Enough has 
been ſaid, by many Writers on the Subject, to 


convince the Public, that it is the high- rented 
Trader in the middle Station of Life who ſuffers 


moſt from the Severity of this Law ;— that Tra- 
der, who, of all others, perhaps, needs the foſter- 
ing and encouraging Hand of the Legiſlature ;— 


he, who is called out to bear the moſt laborious 

and moſt unprofitable Offices in Behalf of the 
Public; who, being the only reſponſible Man, 

ſuſtains much more than his Proportion of every 


Demand which is made by the State. In Truth, 
this Claſs of Traders, being fixed and perma- 
nent on one Shop, the Means of their Trade 
being apparent, and the Rent of their Dwellings 
eaſily known, have been the Reaſons urged (not- 


 vithſtanding their former heavy Burthens) for 
taxing them rather than any other Deſcription of 


Traders whoſe Buſineſs 1 is not ſo openly and viſt 


| bly tranſacted. 


11 ꝛͤ worthy of Obſervation, that, ſince the firſt. 
Fear of the Impoſition of the Shop-Tax, no 
E Perſon 


3 
Perſon whatever has come forward to defend it, 
no Writer on Behalf of Adminiſtration has of. | 
fered any Arguments in Extenuation, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has been left alone 

in the Houſe of Commons to combat the ſtrong 
Caſes and Reaſons urged for its Ropeal. 


Iris formewhat ſurpriſing that any Attempt ſhould 
be made to defend the Shop-Tax by its Simila- 
rity to the Receipt-Tax, which is aſſerted to be a 

partial and unequal Tax; for, without entering 
into the different Principle on which they are fra- 
med, it does not warrant a Concluſion, that, be- 
cauſe there may be Objeftions i in the Minds of 
many Perſons to one Tax, another, which has no 
Kind of Relation to jt, is therefore juſt and pro- 
per. It is the Principle of the Shop-Tax which 
has ever formed the ſtrong Ground of Oppoſi- 
tion to it, ſelecting one Deſeription of Perſons 
from the general Maſs of the Community for the 
Purpoſe of contributing to the Exigences of Go- 
vernment, not in Proportion to their Wealth or 
Ability, but under the accidental Circumſtance 
of their Houſe-Rent alone, 


Thus, for the paltry Revenue of ry Thou- 
ſand Pounds (a dum, which, in the Account 5 
Fs | 


(9) 


PR Income and Expenditure of the Nation, may be 
conſidered as a mere Dropof the Bucket) is a Syſtem 
of Taxation eſtabliſhed that leads the Country at 
large, and foreign Nations, to form a miſerable I- 
dea of the financial Reſources of that State, which 
is obliged, in a Time of Peace and apparent na- 
tional Proſperity, to draw its Supplies by a Me- 
thod, at once oppreſſive and unproductive. A 
more pleaſing Proſpect is, however, holden up to 
the View of the Public, by a Report, very preva- 
lent, that this Mode of Taxation is to be aban- 
doned. Tt is ſaid, that two Noblemen, nearly 
connected with that City which has been lately 
peculiarly diſtinguiſhed in Oppoſition to the 
Shop-Tax, and in the Habits of cloſe Intimacy 
with the Right Honourable Gentleman at the 
Head of che Exchequer, will, at the Mecting of 
Parliament, riſe, with his Concurrence, to move 
for and ſecond the Bill for the Relief of the Shop- 
keepers; and i it has alſo been ſaid, that Gentle- 
man will yield the Honour to no Perſon whatever; 
4 that, as he has encountered the Unpopularity ; 
and Odium of the Meaſure, he has a Claim to 
the Credit which may reſult from its Abolition. 
It! is ſubmitted to the Conſideration of the Shop- 
 keeepers, how far they can depend o on a Report, 
E 2 1 as 


4a) 
as yet unauthenticated, and whether it may not 
be aſhduouſly circulated with a View to lull them 
into a State of Supineneſs and InaQtivity, It 
may, however, amongſt the Reaſons for credit- 
ing the Report, be remarked, that Lord Hood, 
who now occupies a Place i in Adminiſtration, un- 
der the immediate Appointment and in cloſe 
Connexion with the Miniſter, has declared him- 
ſelf moſt decidedly averſe to the Principle of the 
Shop- Tax, and determined to uſe his utmoſt En- 
deavours, in every Situation, to obtain a Repeal. 
5 This has not, heretofore, been the Language of 
Gentlemen holding Stations of even inferior Pow- : 
er and Rank 1 in Adminiſtration, . It has been be- : 
fore obſerved, that Mr, Addington, at a public 
Meeting! in Weſtminſter, after confeſſing that ne 
had ] hitherto always voted in Support of the Tax, 
lated, that he did. not know what his Conduct 
; might | be on a future Occaſion; which implied at 
leaſt ſome Inclination to relax « on the. Subject, if 
there were an Intention on the Part of Adminiſ- - 
trations of giving Way i in HR: enſuing Seſſion. i 


The ehopketpers have: never anempred, byc cu. 


. lh 


ne or to relit the Law of the Land; 
they 


4 
they chooſe tather to make a decent and manly _ 
Appeal to the Legiſlature, to repreſent the Hard-" | 


nity muſt ſuffer, by eſtabliſhing a new Syſtem 
of perſonal Taxation; this Conduct has procured. 
Advocates: more powerful and reſpectable than 


fore, and cannot fail, at ſome Period, of f in⸗ 
luring Sucaclss 1 OL OTIS: 092 


* Tris the Doctrine of Financiers, in the preſent : 


Taxation. If, then, Trade be devoted, let not 
Retail Traders be the Victims. Let the Reve- 
nue be benefited by equal, juſt, and fair, Du- 
ties, and not by rigorous Exactions upon the 
private Property and hard- earned Gains of Shop- 
keepers, It can only be a weak Mind which It 
fuſes to yield to Conviction ; for, a ſtrong one will. 
always glory in purſuing the Dictates of Juſtice 
and Humanity, to whatever Retractations of Error 

| they may lead. The Abolition of the Shop-Tax is 
a Claim not only of Individuals, bur of the Pub- 
| lic at e n che Words of a noble Author 2 


- Lord Saltoun, 


ſhips they ſuſtain, and the 'Injury the Commu- e 


any Queſtion of this Nature ever met with be- 


Day, that Trade is the moſt. fruitful Subject of 185 
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on another Occaſion— Let it not be imagined 
ic that the Refuſal of Juſtice, to one Order of 
ee Men, is to thoſe, who are in the full Enjoyment 
« of their Rights, a Matter of Indifference: Exam- 
cc ple has a wonderful Power of Multiplication.— 
<« Depart from the Spirit of our Conſtitution in 


4 parting from it in another.—In Proportion a 
ce Ideas of disfranchiſing and oppreſſing any Clas 
« of Men becomes familiar, in that Proportion 
5 4. are new Avenues opened for the Exerciſe of 
c Juſtice, Faction, and Tyranny. — Every Ad 


ce paid to the Genius of Freedom, and adds frell 
“ Vigour to our political Syſtem,” — 


© #) 


te one Inſtance, and you have a Pretext for de- 


(e of Juſtice on the other Hand, but more eſpeci 
cc ally every Reparation of Injuſtice, is an Homag 


THE END, 


Pg 


